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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 5-13-06 
has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 5-13-06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The claims remain rejected under 35 U.S. C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The reasons are discussed below. 

The Declaration under Rule 132 filed 6-29-05 and the evidentiary table provided 
with the January 18, 2005 response has been received. It is agreed that this is one of 
the common ways to label viscosity but it is not the only way. Viscosity can be 
described by using units of Poise (P), Centipoises (cP), Millipascal (mPa), Centistokes 
(CK), Pa, etc. The units of viscosity needed to be present in the specification and the 
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claims when the application was filed. No units were present in the claims or 
specification. In addition, as seen in Exhibit A, Centipoises, Millipascal and Centistokes 
are equivalent and therefore, the units does not have to be cP as stated by applicant. 
Further addition, as seen in Exhibit B, is when the Examiner went on the internet to pull 
up density, the first chart that was found stated viscosity in units of Centistokes which is 
not cP units. Therefore, the rejection still remains. 

Applicant argues that the Declaration under Rule 132 filed 10-2-03 was filed to 
declare the non-obvious of claimed ranges in that the range points for solvent 
concentrations of 30% and 70% were envisioned. The declaration has been reviewed. 
In regard to the non-obvious of claimed ranges, the rejections over Simon et al., 
Skotheim et al. and Dahn et al. have been withdrawn. 

In regard to the solvent concentrations of 30% and 70% being envisioned, it is 
noted but nowhere in the specification is these concentrations cited. The specification 
on page 5, [0023], states that "it is preferable to use roughly between 20-80% by 
volume of the first and second solvent". Other ranges points mentioned are on pages 7- 
8, Tables 1-2 in which the first solvent is 40% and the second solvent is 60% or the first 
solvent is 50% and the second solvent is 50%. As stated in the Declaration, on page 2, 
#6, DuckChul Hwang performed the experiment in August 2003 which the data is shown 
in the Declaration. It was not until August 2003 that there was recognition to the 
criticality of moving the data points to 30/70. The specification was filed in 2001 . 
Therefore, the rejection still remains. 
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In claims 4, 1 1 , 33 and 37, there is no data points for the first solvent being 
between 20% to 30% by volume. There is no support for claiming 30% by volume as a 
range point. There is support for 20-80 % by volume or 20-40% by volume. Therefore, 
the rejection still remains. 

In claims 12, 32 and 36, there is no support in the specification for the phrase "the 
second solvent is between 70% and 80% inclusively by volume of the electrolyte". 
There is no support for claiming 70% by volume as a range point. There is support for 
20-80% by volume or 60-80% by volume. Therefore, the rejection still remains. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. Claims 2-3; 4, 8-9, 29-30; 10, 31-35; 11; 12-13; 14-17, 36-40 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description 
requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that 
the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 

In claims 2,4, 10-12, there is no support for defining the viscosity with units of cP 
(centipoises). It is agreed that this is one of the common ways to label viscosity but it is 
not the only way. Viscosity can be described by using units of poise, centipoises. Pa, 
etc. The units of viscosity should have been present in the specification and claims 
when the application was filed. 
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In claims 4, 1 1 , 33 and 37, there is no support in the specification for the phrase 
"between 20% inclusively and 30% by volume of the electrolyte". There is no support 
for claiming 30% by volume as a range point. There is support for 20-80 % by volume 
or 20-40% by volume. 

In claims 12, 32 and 36, there is no support in the specification for the phrase "the 
second solvent is between 70% and 80% inclusively by volume of the electrolyte". 
There is no support for claiming 70% by volume as a range point. There is support for 
20-80% by volume or 60-80% by volume. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claim 43 is allowed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Laura S. Weiner whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1294. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (6:30-4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Ryan can be reached on 571-272-1292. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 574^272-1000.^ 
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